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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
fortli in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .114. Applicant's submission filed on May 16, 
2008 has been entered. 

2. The following is Non-Final office action in response to communications received 
May 16, 2008. Claims 7, 13, and 19 have been amended. Claims 7-9, 13-15, 19-21, 
and 25-29 are now pending in this application. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed May 16, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In particular. Applicant argues that because of the separation of the 
servers of Bilbrey et al., it would not have been obvious to combine the sponsor and the 
network servers and thus, Bilbrey et al. fails to disclose or suggest a procedure in which 
the same server receives the absence response information from the client also 
performs the step of distributing the absence response information to the other servers. 
While Examiner notes that Bilbrey et al. utilizes two servers to perform these actions. 
Examiner also notes that it is old and well known in the art to perform actions of two 
independent servers on a connected network in one server on that same network, or 
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rather "that the use of a one piece construction instead of the structure disclosed in [the 
prior art] would be merely a matter of obvious engineering choice." See In re Larson, 
340 F.2d 965, 968, 144 USPQ 347, 349 (CCPA 1965). Furthermore, Applicants have 
not provided any reasoning as to why performing the networks on the one server is 
functionally distinguished from performing those same methods on two servers of the 
same network. Examiner reiterates that it is within ordinary skill in the art to consolidate 
such distributed processing. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 28-30 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 7-9, 13-15, 19-21, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bilbrey et al. (U.S. 2002/0103932). 

7. As per claim 7, Bilbrey et al. teaches a computer readable medium storing a 
program to cause a computer to perform message-address management processing in 
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a system capable of exchanging messages among a plurality of servers and clients, 
wherein the program causes a server computer to perform: 

when a message address of a member of a message exchanging group is 
changed, absence response information including at least an old address and a new 
address of the member is caused to be received from the client (See paragraph 83, 
where updates of a recipient's address is provided. See also paragraphs 7-8, 10, 46-7, 
and 63-4, where a member of a group of recipients in a message system changes 
his/her address and this information is sent by the client to the server. See also figures 
20-21 , where a recipient specifies his old and new address as well as with whom this 
information can be shared); 

determining, from a plurality of provided message address lists, lists of message 
exchange groups, a message address list including the old address of the member, and 
extracting message addresses of the rest of the members of the determined message 
address list, wherein the rest of the members includes members with message 
addresses that have not been changed (See paragraphs 58, 80, 85-9, wherein an 
address list is communicated and used to substantially update the "sponsors" email 
address list. Email addresses are received and matched against old email addresses. 
The members that are not the member whose address is changing are obtained and the 
member along with other members in the list with old addresses are obtained, and 
updated. See also paragraphs 55, 61 , 63-4, 68); 

determining a server associated with each of the rest of the members of the 
determined message list (See abstract, paragraphs 7, 82, 112, wherein members are 
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associated witli a server wliicli is located for address clianges and notifications. See 
also paragraphs 8, 10, 46-7, 55, 59, and 85-9, where the network server has information 
concerning addresses and the "sponsor" interacts with this server based on the 
information contained in its list); 

specifying a server to which the absence response information is to be provided, 
on the basis of the determined server or servers (See paragraphs 7-8, 10, 46-7, 55, 59, 
and 85-9, where the network server has information concerning address changes, and 
the "sponsor" interacts with this server based on the information contained in its list); 
and 

distributing the absence response information to the specified server or servers 
(See paragraphs 7, 55, 59, wherein the network server and the sponsor communicate to 
provide and receive the information). 

However, Bilbrey et al. does not expressly disclose determining domain 
information associated with each of the rest of the members of the determined message 
list or specifying a server based on the domain information and the server receiving aid 
the absence response information from the client also performs the step of distributing 
the absence response information. 

Bilbrey et al. discloses a system that allows email addresses to be updated. 
Examiner takes official notice that domain information consists of a set of network 
addresses and is a name with which name server records are associated and through 
which resources are accessed at a number of different servers in the network. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to determine domain information wlien determining server information 
associated witli members in order to more efficiently locate members in the network 
using addresses. 

Additionally, Bilbrey et al. teaches the functionality of the claim language as 
recite above. Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the art to 
perform the functions of two independent servers on a connected network on a single 
server on the network, or rather "that the use of a one piece construction instead of the 
structure disclosed in [the prior art] would be merely a matter of obvious engineering 
choice." See In re Larson, 340 F.2d 965, 968, 144 USPQ 347, 349 (CCPA 1965). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the server which receives the information to also distribute that 
information in order to more efficiently perform the functions that Bilbrey et al. teaches 
without transferring the information between servers. 

8. As per claim 8, Bilbrey et al. discloses wherein the absence response information 
contains a period of validity of the absence response information (See paragraphs 112 
and Table 3, where the determination is made as to whether addresses are valid. See 
also paragraphs 61 and 68, wherein the address information is time stamped, to show 
the time at which the date become valid and up to date). 

9. As per claim 9, Bilbrey et al. teaches wherein a plurality of pieces of the absence 
response information to be distributed to the same server are gathered together for 
distribution See paragraph 58, wherein the information to be distributed to the sponsor 
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is gatliered togetlier at tlie server for distribution to tlie sponsor based on tlie list and 
tlie Reconnection Manager). 

1 0. Claims 1 3-1 5 recite substantially similar subject matter to claims 7-9, 
respectively, and are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth 
above. 

1 1 . Claims 19-21 recite substantially similar subject matter to claims 7-9, 
respectively, and are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth 
above. 

12. As per claims 25-27, Bilbrey et al. discloses wherein absence response 
information includes a flag indicating whether the absence response information is to be 
provided to a mail server administrator (See paragraph 0080, wherein an indication is 
sent by an administrator to receive absence information (i.e. undeliverable addresses 
and/or all addresses)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bilbrey et al. in view of Summers (US 6,81 6,884 B1 ). 
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1 5. As per claim 28, Bilbrey et al teaclies tlie message address list of a message 
exchanging group. However, Bilbrey et al. does not expressly disclose that the 
message addresses in the message address list exchange messages with each other. 
Summer teaches a message addresses in the message address list exchange 
messages with each other (col. 1 , lines 39-50 and col. 3, liens 25-42 teach a listserver 
which includes a list of addresses that communicate with each other). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
message address management system of Bilbrey et al. the ability to apply the functions 
of Bilbrey et al. to the message address list of a message exchange group of message 
address that exchange messages with each other as taught by Summers since the 
claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each 
element merely would have performed the same functions as it did separately. Meaning 
the message address management system would have performed the same functions 
on the message address list regardless of the type of message address list involved 
(i.e., sponsor list of a list server of addresses). Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized the results of combining Bilbrey et al. and Summers as 
predictable. 

16. Claims 28-29 recite substantially similar subject matter to claim 28, and are 
therefore rejected using the same art and rationale set forth above. 



Conclusion 
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1 7. Any inquiry concerning tliis comnnunication or earlier comnnunications from tlie 
examiner sliould be directed to ALISON KARMELEK whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1808. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Beth Van Doren can be reached on (571) 272-6737. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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6/16/08 
/A. K./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



/C. Michelle Tarae/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



